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Maryland (Mr. HOYER), minority whip, 
for their work on this issue while in 
their previous assignments in setting 
this into motion. 

When the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. HOYER) was the ranking member 
of the committee and I became the 
Chair 2 years ago, we decided this was 
going to absolutely finally be com-
pleted, and we did that. And when the 
gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
LARSON) became our ranking member, 
which we are so happy to have him in 
that position of leadership, he was in-
sistent with the tenacity that I think 
his ranking members need to be aware 
of to make sure that goal that was at-
tained should be kept and would be 
kept. So this is an argument that went 
right off the table because we com-
pletely agree with the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. LARSON) that that is 
the only fair way to do it, and I hope 
this sets a precedent that after we are 
not in these positions it continues to 
be two-thirds/one-third split always. 

I also want to thank the chairmen of 
each committee and their ranking 
member on their cooperation with each 
other on this matter. 

In addition to the funding issues that 
are part of this process, the committee 
identified two special categories of re-
quests that we feel need to be ad-
dressed separately from the regular 
funding process. I believe it is impor-
tant to ensure that we put forth the 
most accurate reflection of the 
amounts we are providing to commit-
tees and those numbers should not be 
distorted and inflated with other spe-
cial needs. 

Here I refer to requests to upgrade 
committee hearings rooms and re-
quests for disaster recovery equipment. 
In the 107th Congress, we removed 
hearing room upgrade requests from 
the normal committee funding process, 
as those costs would have severely dis-
torted the actual amounts it cost to 
run each committee.
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It was also felt that the hearing room 
served an institutional function and, 
therefore, upgrades should be paid for 
out of a centralized House fund where 
appropriate. 

Hearing rooms were in desperate 
need of refurbishing. Most have not 
seen an upgrade in decades. Having re-
moved the upgrades from the com-
mittee funding process, we were able to 
make significant progress towards 
bringing our hearing rooms up to 21st 
century standards. While we have not 
finished all of our main and sub-
committee hearing rooms as yet, we 
are well on our way to making the pro-
ceedings of committees more accessible 
and user-friendly to the general public. 

In the 104th Congress when the 
switch was flipped and Thomas became 
online and brought the Congress to the 
world and the world was able to view 
Congress, we then had to embark on 
the technological upgrades. I mention 
this because it would be very, very un-

fair for the first time really in our Na-
tion’s history to embark on these tech-
nical upgrades, it would be unrealistic 
to ask these committees to be able to 
do their function and to pay for this. 

The beauty of this Congress as this 
continues, and we are going to work 
with our ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. LARSON), 
and all the other members of the com-
mittee, the beauty of it is if you can-
not get to Washington, D.C., you do not 
have to be shut out of the process. The 
public will be able to watch their Con-
gress and know what the Congress is 
doing; and I think this is a very, very 
laudable, good goal that we have to, 
again, encourage the upgrades to con-
tinue. 

On a different, but related, note, the 
108th Congress has seen a substantial, 
but understandable, amount of re-
quests from committees with regard to 
disaster recovery equipment directly 
related to the events of September 11 
and the subsequent biological attacks 
directed at this Capitol complex with 
the anthrax brought into our complex. 

Like the hearing room upgrades, the 
protection of committee data was 
thought to serve an institutional func-
tion. Therefore, the cost of providing 
the mechanism that gives committees 
an alternative off-site storage site for 
data in the event of a catastrophic 
event should be borne by the House, 
and, again, not by committees individ-
ually. 

Further, providing an enterprise so-
lution for off-site data storage ensures 
that a common standard will be applied 
for the equipment purchased and used 
to provide back-up storage for com-
mittee data. The committee will con-
tinue to work with the proper entities 
in the House and consult with other 
committees to ensure that a secure, 
standard enterprise system is insti-
tuted that will satisfy the needs of 
committees. 

In conclusion, I again would like to 
thank from my end of it the Speaker 
for his leadership, and also the Demo-
cratic leader, the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. PELOSI). I would like to 
thank the ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. LARSON), 
for his efforts in working with the 
ranking members and with the major-
ity in order to assist us in fashioning 
an agreeable bipartisan resolution that 
could be supported by minority Mem-
bers on the floor and majority Mem-
bers. I appreciate the patience and co-
operation, and I will stress patience, 
that the gentleman from Connecticut 
(Mr. LARSON) has shown. Without that, 
we would not be here today on the floor 
with this resolution. 

Thanks also should go out to the 
chairmen of the committees and the 
ranking members who submitted, for 
the most part, very fair and reasonable 
budget requests. 

I would also like to thank the staff of 
the majority and minority on the com-
mittee, both sides, who have worked 
diligently to make sure this institution 

can continue and can service the con-
stituents across this Nation, as the 
committees do and should. 

I also want to note in closing that 
there has been a spirit on this com-
mittee, and it has been noted in the 
media, a spirit in this committee that 
was in the last Congress and has con-
tinued with the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. LARSON) and also the mi-
nority members being able to express 
their view, push their point of view, 
and fight the good fight for what they 
believe in and for us to be able to also 
weigh in on the opinions. But at the 
end of the day, we realized that work-
ing together for the good of the com-
mittees and this institution is some-
thing that is working for the people of 
the Nation. 

So I am very proud of the committee 
members, and I am very proud of our 
ranking member, his integrity and dili-
gence, due diligence, for not only the 
ranking members, but for the good of 
the whole of the committees. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that Members sup-
port this carefully crafted bipartisan 
resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, let me begin by express-
ing my support for House Resolution 
148, which provides an overall average 
of a 9.4 percent increase in funding for 
the 19 committees under the jurisdic-
tion of the Committee on House Ad-
ministration; and I want to thank, 
again, the chairman of this committee 
for his outstanding work and effort. 
This is, after all, an extraordinarily 
important action that we are taking 
today. This funds the work of our com-
mittees, so in essence it funds the work 
of the people of this country. 

The process through which this reso-
lution was developed and the major-
ity’s commitment to ensuring equi-
table treatment for the minority indi-
cates the healthy respect for the work 
of this institution and the vital con-
tributions that both sides of the aisle 
make in enacting and overseeing public 
policy. 

The committee chairman, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. NEY), and his 
staff must be commended for their 
commitment to equity and bipartisan-
ship. 

I also want to express my gratitude 
to my leader, the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. PELOSI), and her staff. 
Her leadership was critical to the pro-
gression towards fairness in the alloca-
tion of committee resources between 
the majority and the minority. As any 
outstanding leader would, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI) 
early on chose to focus on the legiti-
mate institutional needs of the House 
committee system. I thank her for 
that; and I thank her for her vision, her 
clarity, and her focus on the continued 
need for diversity in our committees, 
technological enhancement, and an 
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